March 25, 2009

The stated price tag for this new energy
tax is $646 billion, yet recent news reports in-
dicate that administration officials are pri-
vately admitting their program will actually
generate between ‘‘two and three times’ this
amount of revenue, or between $1.3 trillion
and $1.9 trillion, However, these numbers
represent only the cost from 2012 through
2019. The budget summary describes the en-
ergy tax extending at least through 2050. At
the 2012 through 2019 average annual rate,
families and workers would face through 2050
between $6.3 trillion and $9.3 trillion in high-
er energy taxes.

On the Environment and Public Works
(EPW) Committee, we have had experience
with these types of proposals. We, and the
full Senate, debated a proposal by Senators
Boxer, Lieberman and Warner that the spon-
sors themselves indicated would generate
$6.7 trillion from consumers. As you may re-
call, the Senate defeated this proposal, in
part because the U.S. Environmental Protec-
tion Agency (EPA) estimated that by 2050 it
would annually cost the average family
$4,377 and raise gasoline prices $1.40 per gal-
lon. Experts estimated it would kill up to 4
million jobs by 2030. As you can see, a $4,377
per family total cost or a lost job would
greatly outweigh any $800 per family payroll
tax break offered by the administration.

The budget resolution is not the right
place for the careful bipartisan dialogue we
need to get these issues straight, or to fully
account for the legitimate concerns of en-
ergy consumers, economists, and industry.
While the budget resolution the Senate will
debate is not yet available, we will offer an
amendment to strip any climate revenue
provision it contains. We urge you to be
ready to join our efforts to resist the erosion
of proper democratic principles.

Sincerely,
SENATOR JAMES M. INHOFE,
Ranking Member.
JOHN BARRASSO,
U.S. Senator.
DAVID VITTER,
U.S. Senator.
MIKE CRAPO,
U.S. Senator.
CHRISTOPHER S. BOND,
U.S. Senator.
GEORGE V. VOINOVIDH,
U.S. Senator.
ARLEN SPECTER,
U.S. Senator.
LAMAR ALEXANDER,
U.S. Senator.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Senator BYRD, our
senior Member of this body, wrote the
budget legislation that created the rec-
onciliation process. He has told us
that. He has reminded us of that. He
talked about how he sat in his office
for 10 days and did it to get it right.
This is what he said:

I was one of the authors of the legis-
lation that created the budget rec-
onciliation process in 1974. I am certain
that putting health care reform and
climate change legislation on a freight
train through Congress is an outrage
that must be resisted.

That is Senator ROBERT BYRD, the
senior Democrat, the senior Senator
who wrote budget reconciliation.

Senator CONRAD, Senator BAUCUS,
Senator DORGAN, Senator CARPER, and
many others have said basically the
same thing: We agree. Don’t use the
reconciliation to ram through health
care reform.

So let’s take the budget in the next
10 days, let’s debate it, let’s have our
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differences of opinion, but then let’s
follow the President’s wise beginning
on health care and reform it this year
in the way he has suggested and the
way he campaigned on. And let’s take
the energy issue and the climate
change issue and let’s look carefully at
how we have the right clean energy
strategy, which some of us believe is
different from just taxes and high
prices and more subsidies.

As far as the budget in general, we
believe it spends too much, it taxes too
much, and it borrows too much. If I
could conclude with only one example
of how that excessive borrowing will
hurt the economy and hurt the coun-
try—an example that helps to illus-
trate why this 10-year budget the
President set is a blueprint for a dif-
ferent kind of country, one with less
freedom, one with more Government,
and one which our children cannot af-
ford—if there were any one example of
why that is true, this would be it: It
would be the amount of interest on the
debt we will be paying in the 10th year
of the budget sent by President Obama.

In that year, interest on the debt will
be $806 billion. The amount of spending
on defense by the Federal Government
in that year is projected to be $720 bil-
lion. So we will be spending more on
interest than we do on defense.

Federal spending on education in
that year would be $95 billion. So we
would be spending eight times as much
on interest as we would on education.

In the 10th year of the budget, $100
billion is allocated for transportation
spending by the Federal Government
on things like roads and bridges that
need to be fixed—we agree on that, and
we would like to have the money to do
it. But we will be spending on interest
alone eight times what we will be
spending on transportation.

When I was Governor of Tennessee,
we were a low-tax, low-debt State. The
reason we did not have much debt is
because for every penny we did not
have to pay in interest, we could pay it
for a teacher’s salary, we could im-
prove a prenatal health care clinic, we
could build a road, we could have a cen-
ter of excellence at the university. So
low debt means more money for the
things we really want to have to invest
in this country to make it a better
place.

The President’s budget is straight-
forward. Give the President credit. The
attempts by Congress to make it gim-
micky and less transparent are deplor-
able. The idea of trying to pass a
health care reform proposal that af-
fects 17 percent of the economy and to
impose a national sales tax on the en-
tire energy system during a recession
is a bad idea.

What we should do is take this 10-
year budget, whittle it back to size so
it doesn’t spend so much, doesn’t bor-
row so much and doesn’t tax so much
and move ahead with a blueprint that
maintains our freedom, that limits our
Government, that preserves choices
and that our children and grand-
children can afford.
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I yield the floor.

——————

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

———

NATIONAL SERVICE
REAUTHORIZATION ACT

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of H.R. 1388, which
the clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A bill (H.R. 1388) to reauthorize and reform
the national service laws.

Pending:

Mikulski amendment No. 687, in the nature
of a substitute. Crapo-Corker amendment
No. 688 (to amendment No. 687), to increase
the borrowing authority of the Federal De-
posit Insurance Corporation.

Johanns amendment No. 693 (to amend-
ment No. 687), to ensure that organizations
promoting competitive and non-competitive
sporting events involving individuals with
disabilities may receive direct and indirect
assistance to carry out national service pro-
grams.

Baucus-Grassley amendment No. 692 (to
amendment No. 687), to establish a Nonprofit
Capacity Building Program.

AMENDMENT NO. 691 TO AMENDMENT NO. 687

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska.

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
understand that an amendment is
pending; is that correct?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is correct.

Ms. MURKOWSKI. I ask unanimous
consent to set aside the pending
amendment for purposes of offering an
amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Alaska [Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI], for herself, Mr. DORGAN, Mr. BINGA-
MAN, and Mr. BARRASSO, proposes an amend-
ment numbered 691 to amendment No. 687.

Ms. MURKOWSKI. I ask unanimous
consent that reading of the amendment
be dispensed with.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The amendment is as follows:

(Purpose: To modify certain provisions
relating to Native Americans)

Section 129(d) of the National and Commu-
nity Service Act of 1990 (as amended by sec-
tion 1306) is amended by striking ‘“‘and to
nonprofit organizations seeking to operate a
national service program in 2 or more of
those States” and inserting *‘, to nonprofit
organizations seeking to operate a national
service program in 2 or more of those States,
and to Indian tribes’.

Section 193A(b)(23) of the National and
Community Service Act of 1990 (as amended
by section 1704(1)) is amended by striking
“and collect information on challenges fac-
ing Native American communities’” and in-
serting ‘‘collect information on challenges
facing Native American communities, and
designate a Strategic Advisor for Native
American Affairs to be responsible for the
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